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BE AWARE OF FIRE CONDITIONS

Wherever you choose to hunt, be sure to check on fire conditions, access rest@actibns
other emergency rules before you head buaddition to wildfiresthe U.S. Forest Service

(USF9 andWashington Department of Fish and Wildlil@ DFW) may be conducting

prescribed burns and/or fore$tinning projects in your hunt areBor moreinformation, see:

1 Wildfire status update@nciWeb i Incident Information System)

1 Northwest Interagency Coordination Center
1 WDFW Wildlife Areas

DISTRICT 3 GENERAL OVERVIEW

WDFWG6 Bistrict 3is located insoutheast Washington and consists ofd®emanagement
units (GMU). GMUs in District 3 includd.45 (Mayview),149 (Prescof), 154 (Blue Creek 157
(WatershedClosedentry except by permi), 162 (Daytor), 163 (Marengq, 166 (Tucannom,
169(Wenahg, 172 (MountainView), 175(Lick Creel, 178 (Peola), 181 (Couse), and 186
(Grande Ronde Administratively, District3 includesWalla Walla, Columbia, Garfield, and

Asotin countiesand is one of thremanagemetdi st r i ct s
Region 1 The northern part of District orth of Highway 12) includes ttsutteastern portion
of thePalouse Praie ecoregionwhile the southern part of thiéstrict is in the Blue Mountains

ecoregion
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Figure 1. GMU map (from GoHunt) depicting District 3 GMU boundaries, west and south of the Snake
River, east of the Calmbia River, and north of the ®@gonborder.Greenareas aréJ.S. ForestService

land and blue areas aMyDFW Wildlife Areas.
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http://inciweb.nwcg.gov/state/49/
http://www.nwccinfo.blogspot.com/
https://wdfw.wa.gov/places-to-go/wildlife-areas

The landscape in District 3 is dominated by agricultlznadiin the prairie and foothill regions,
with interspersed grassland areasl brushy eyebrowend drawsln the mountainghe most
commonhabitat is baracterized by secompgiowth forests consisting primarilyf Ponderosa

pine, Douglas firgrand fir, andsubalpine fir The Blue Mountains have been characterized as a
high plateau dissected Bjeepdraws and canyons carved by numerous creeks agrd.imhe
Tucannon and Touchaters flow northout of the mountains, while forks tfe Wenaha River
and its major tributariegenerally flow southNumerous creeks drain the western edge of the
foothills, including Mill Creekwith its drainage locateitt the Walla Walla Watershed.

Image 1. Blue Creek in the western foothills dfie Blue Mountains

District 3is best knowrfor its elk hunting oportunities in the Blue Mountairad mule deer
hunting opportunities igrassland/agricultur&MUs. However, quality hunting opportunities
alsoexist forother game specigmcluding whitetaileddeer, black beaturkey, and pheasant
Table 1 presents estimatef harvest and harvegerunit effort (HPUE)for most game spees
in District 3 during the 208 hunting seasqgrand how thee estimates compare to the 201
season and there-year averagd-or more specific information on harvest trends, pleefer to
the appropriatsection in thislocument.
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Harvest HPUE
% % % %
5-yr change change 5-yr change change

Species avg. 2017 2018 (5yr) (2017) | avg. 2017 2018 (5yn (2017)
Elk (Geneal) 155 91 82 -47% -10% 121 191 166 3% -13%
Elk (Bull Permit) 104 104 104 0% 0% 49% 47% 50% (Permit success)
Deer 2678 2215 2462 -8% 11% 135 162 147 9% -9%
Bear 82 62 104 27% 68% 111 143 76 -31% -46%
Cougar 20 24 31 58% 2% Not estimated o **
Wild Turkey 738 769 1,053 43% 37% 0.10 009 0.10 1% 13%
Canada Goose 3475 3462 3860 11% 11% 121 133 122 1% -8%
Chukar Paridge 1536 1,297 3,045 98% 135 | 113 042 131 24% 213%
Cottontail Rabbit 420 451 1,101 16206 1446 | 053 049 192 263% 296%
Duck 27422 27,423 23,412 -15% -15% | 281 280 2.65 -6% -5%
Forest Grose 1,738 2,143 1735 % -19% | 040 041 036 -10% -11%
Gray Partrilge 747 721 1,052 41% 46% 048 037 062 2% 66%
Mourning Dove 2,940 4156 2480 -16% -40% 321 366 3.65 14% 0%
Pheasant 8213 9,177 8408 2% -8% 0.0 073 0.73 6% 0%
Quail 5630 3,537 3,587 -36% 1% 106 0.64 0.62 -42% -4%
Snowshoe Hare 63 11 20 -68% 82% [048 0.06 0.05 -8 -15%

Table 1. General seasonanrvest and IRUE estimates for mostagne species faul in District 3during
the 2AL7 and 208 hunting seasondAlso includedarethe five-yearaverags and a comparison d3-
year estimates an?2017 to 2018 estimates HPUE is expressed ahunter daydiarvestfor elk, deer,
and bearlower is better) and as #harvesteudnter day for all other speciébigher is better)

ELK

GENERAL INFORMATION, MANAGEMENT GOALS, A ND POPULATION
STATUS

In Washington, elk are managed at fi@edlevel, while harvest reguliains are set at the GMU
level. Population olgctives are set at the herd lewaidsurvey data is sumarized at that level
as well.District 3 is comprisedf the single Blue Mountains elk hef@MUs 145, 149, 154,
157, 162, 63, 166, 169, 172, 175, 178, 181, and)186
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Only the GMUs within the forested portion of DistrEare managed for elk population stability
or growth (GMUs 154, 157, 162, 166, 169, 172, 175, and 186). GMUs 145, B49,785 and
181 are managed timit elk numbers, although some recreational opportunity is provided as
determined through survegsid damage complaints all GMUs, mnimizing elk depredation to
agricultural crop®n private agricultural lands a priority An additional management objet

is tomaintaina minimumof 22 bulls 100cows in the posseason populatignvith a range of 22
T 28 bulls:100 cows as the management target

Biologists in District 3 conduct liennialhelicopter survey within the core elk areas to estimate
the postwinter population sizdn the spring oR019, biologistsgenerate population estimate
of 4,115(90 percentConfidence Interval of +285) elk. Surveys are conducted along Hate

line of Oregon (and within Oregomesulting in approximately 56600 elk being lassifiedthat
likely are not available for harveist Washington during the falllheaveragdive-year

population estimatprior to 2019 was5,259elk, which is18 percenthigherthan the2019
estimateThe2019surveys documented a calf ratio2#.8calves per 100 cows and a bull ratio
of 23.3bulls per 100 cows.

Calf ratiosincreased irR019compared to the 2017 survey but are still lower than teab
average of 27.8This low numbeis attributedmainly to poor overwinter survival due to
persistence of deep snow through the winte&t(df8/2019, lingering effects of the severe winter
in 2016/2017, and predation on calves. The effects of climate on elk productivity is difficult to
guantify in years follawing a severe winter or summer droughbor body conditioran result in
calves with low birth weight and lower survival, or effecas carryover into the breeding
seasorisummer droughtjlecreamg pregnancy rateand resuing in fewer pregnanciesl of

which may have influencedepressed cow/calf ratios over the past few seasons

Bull ratiosand total bull numbers declined substantially in 2@#8ichwill result inadecreased
number of branchetull permits in years to com&he recentecline in the number of elk in the
Blue Mountains idikely a result oimultiple factors; such abe hard wintes observedn
20162017and 2018/2019, summer droughts, and similar levels of predation over theqit 5
years which cumulatively reducedrvival of adults and negatively impacted recruitmé&he
substantial decline in the number of calves makitigrough the 2016/201and 2018/2019
wintersresuledin a large decline ithe number of yearling bullsgikes) available for harvest
during thefollowing falls, and the likely carmpver effect of low pregmecy success will be
another below averagear for yearling bull harvest 2019

For more detailed infor mat i onhends Huatdrsesidould o t he
read through the most recent version of@ane Status and Trend Repavhich is available for

A

downloadonthee par t ment 6 s website

WHICH GMU SHOULD ELK HUNTERS HUNT?

Most gereral season hunters in the Blue Mountains have been hunting here for many years, with
the exception obrancheebull tag holders and archery hunters in GMU IN&w hunters to this

area will have to consider a number of optigueh as weapon type, private land access versus
public land, difficulty of hunt desire@vilderness versusndscapewith road$, and as archery
hunters, whether the availability ahtlerless opportuniti important.
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https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/02058

Throughout District 3, the harvest brancheebulls is regulated through the permit systéh.

GMUs in District 3 are managed fquality hunting except GMUs 145, 186, and some hunts in
149 The drawing of these tags can be difficult and many hunters invest years betmssfully
obtaining a permitOnce a permit is obtained, district biologists are happy to provide information
on where to hunt within the GMU

A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF EACH GMU

GMU 145

This is a private land unit managed karoelk. Very few elk reside in this uniTheir
movements are unpredictable and make them difficult to locate, and access to their locations is
often notreadilyavailable

GMU 149

This large GMU is predominantly private land managed to minimize elk numbers because of
conflictswith agricultural ativities. A relatively large number of bulls inhabit the southwest

corner of the GMU and cross back and fdrétween Oregon and Washingtdfost harvesin

recent years has occurredthe area of the Boise Cascade popleefarm. A major change

coming to this unit is the conversion of the treefao other agricultural cropg&lk in this area

will lose security cover and their movement patterns between Oregon and Washington are likely
to change significantly, making elk difficulth locate For the2019hunting season, the Boise
Cascade Corporation will not be allowing any hunting access to the tree farm as the conversion
takes place from poplarees to irrigated row cropAn additional herd of elk exists in the

northern portiorof the unit orthe breaks of the Snake Riv&his is a very difficult herd to hunt
without access to numeropsvate landsas the elk are highly mobile in this area and can be
difficult to locate.

GMU 154

This GMU is 99 percentrivate land, but doesclude numerous landowners in YWOFW
accesprogram.The elk are heavily hunted in this GMU due to confligith agricultural
activities.Access has historically been available to brandndtitag holderandgeneral season
hunters.

GMU 157

This GMU is99 percenpublic land, but closed to the public to any entry other Hpeatial

permit holdersThe Mill Creek Watershed is the source of drinking water for the City of Walla
Walla, and access is highly regulat&®iiccessful permit applicants will bentacedby the US.
ForestService (USFSwith an information packet containing rules for huntingwhaershed.

This unit is very steep and rugged, contains few maintained trails, and is phydhedignging

to hunt.No scoutingor overnight campingnside thewatershed boundaries is permitt€zhly

the perimeter roads and trails can be accdssestouting
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GMU 162

The Dayton GMU is a mix of private and public lands had historically supported abdly000
elk. Currently the number of elk in tH2ayton GMU is 2830 percentelow the historic
numbersThis unit has the highest density of gensedson hunters in District Bccess to the
northern portion of the GMU can be difficudts it is predormantly privateThe southern

portion of the units predominantly USFS and lands owned by the Confederated Tribes of th
Umatilla Indian ReservatiofCTUIR). Both of these lands are open to the pylblith motorized
vehicle restrictions throughout.

GMU 163

This GMU is not managed for elk and only occasionally suppoidsigh elk to hunThe GMU
is predominantly private land.

GMU 166

This GMU hagecentlyhad the highest success rate for general season hunters, but also has one
of the higher densities of hters. The unitis predominantly USFS and WDR®@ivned landsA

portion of the Wenah@ucannon Wilderness extends into this GMU and offers backcountry
hunting opportunities.

GMU 169

Most of this GMU is located withirhe Wenahal ucannon Wildernes®lumerous oad access
points occur along the edge of this GMU, but a majority of the unit requires backpacking
horsepackingto accessThis can be a physadly challenging unit to hunElk densities have
remained low in this unit for the past 20 years and dsmoiv indications of improving
However, darge wildfire burned in this unit in 2015, whighexpecedto have a pasive effect
on elk numbersand habitat quality for years to come.

GMU 172

Elk numbers have risen in this GMU recently and can offer geoéral season opportunity,
dependingupon accesApproximately 60 percerdf this GMU is privateand access can be
challenging.The USFS lands within this GMU aréysically challenging to hun’”W/DFW has
been acquiring land within this GMU recently@RanchWildlife Area), but deer and elk
huntingthereis managed by permit only access.

GMU 175

This GMU is predominantly public land owned byDRW, USFS, and Washington DNR.
Acces is good throughout the unidne major change as the result of declinirkgneimbers
observed in this unit is the restriction of archery hunters to spike with no antlerless
opportunity available for any weapon type without an antlerless permit.

GMU 178

This private land unit is managed to minimize elk numbdeestoconflict with agricultural
activities.Accesscan be challenging to obtaiBlk numbers are highly variable in the unit and
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do not offer reliable recreational opportunity during the general season without knowledge of
landownes and herd behavior.

GMU 181

This private land unit is managed to minimize elk numbdeestoconflict with agricultural
activities.Accesscan be challenging to obtaiBlk numbers are highly variable in the unit and
do not offer reliable recreational opportunity during the geneadan without knowledge of
landowners and herd behavior.

GMU 186

This unit is split equally between private and public lands, wetly limitedprivate land access
available.This GMU is predominantly winter range for elk in Oregalthoughapproximately

100 elk reside ithe unit throughout the yedrhe individual elk may reside on private land
throughout the season where access is not available, although some years have proven highly
successful for théew hunters that know the unit.

Summary of GMU Harvest Attributes

The information provided in Table 2 provides a guackigeneral assessment of h@astrict 3
GMUs compare with regard to harvest, hunter numbers, and hunter success during general
modern firearm, archery, and muzzleloader seaSdresyvalues presented drem the 20X
harvest reportsTotal harvest and hunter numbers were further summealoizte number of elk
harvestd and hunters per square mile.

Each GMU was ranked fromneto 10 for elk harvestdmi? (bulls only for modern firearm and
cowsincluded with bulls for archejyhunters/nfi, and hunter success rat&he three ranking
values weréhensummed to produce a final rank sumth Public Access ranking excludekbhe
modern firearm comparisons are thest straightforward because bag limits andssee are the
same in each GMU.

For archery seasonsuntershave to consider that antlerless elk may be harvestaukipublic
land GMU (175) and on private lands throughout multiple GMWese differences are
important when comparing total harvesthunter numbers among GMUWsunters should keep
these differences in mind wheomparing and interpreting the information provided in Table 2

MODERN FIREARM |
Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Succesy E;’Lb;'gs
GMU (i:iz;)a Total I;grrvrizt Rank| Hunters 32?:??8 Rank| Success Rank| Rank gi?:
149 1409 2 0.00 9 56 0.04 1 3.6% 4 3 14
154 216 4 0.02 6 218 1.01 6 1.8% 6 3 18
162 210 8 0.04 4 587 2.80 10 1.4% 8 2 22
166 131 5 0.04 4 273 2.08 8 1.8% 6 1 18
169 161 2 0.01 7 139 0.86 5 1.4% 8 1 20
172 108 14 0.13 1 205 1.90 7 6.8% 2 2 10
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175 158 15 0.09 3 409 2.59 9 3.7% 3 1 15
178 275 0 0.00 9 86 0.31 3 0.0% 10 3 22
181 262 2 0.01 7 71 0.27 2 2.8% 5 3 14
186 53 7 0.13 1 34 0.64 4 20.6% 1 2 6
ARCHERY

Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Succesy AP\ELbelzlscs
GMU (?r:izg Total l;:rrvrﬁgt Rank| Hunters 32?:161;5 Rank| Success Rank| Rank I;ink
149 1409 0 0 8 15 0.01 2 0.0% 6 3 16
154 216 3 0.03 3 94 0.63 8 3.2% 3 3 14
162 210 5 0.02 4 133 0.78 9 3.8% 2 2 15
166 131 0 0 8 41 0.37 6 0.0% 6 1 20
169 161 0 0.01 5 25 0.25 5 0.0% 6 1 16
172 108 3 0.06 2 62 0.43 7 4.8% 1 2 10
175 158 0 0.15 1 96 1.68 10 0.0% 6 1 17
178 275 0 0.01 5 23 0.18 4 0.0% 6 3 15
181 262 0 0 8 38 0.08 3 0.0% 6 3 17
186 53 0 0 8 5 0 1 0.0% 6 2 15

MUZZLELOADER

Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Succesy AP(L:j(?ellgs
GMU (iqlizg Total ';:rrvrizt Rank| Hunters Huntrir?s Rank| Success Rank| Rank zi?:
149 1409 0 0 5 4 0.00 1 0.0% 7 3 13
154 216 0 0.0 5 13 0.06 3 0.0% 7 3 15
162 210 4 0.0 2 43 0.20 5 9.3% 1 2 8
166 131 0 0.0 5 52 0.40 6 0.0% 7 1 18
172 108 5 0.0 1 59 0.55 8 8.5% 2 2 11
175 158 3 0.0 3 78 0.49 7 3.8% 3 1 13
178 275 0 0 5 21 0.08 4 0.0% 7 3 16
181 262 0 0 5 0 0.00 1 0.0% 7 3 13

Table 2. Rank sum analysis that provides a quick and general comparison of how total harvest, hunter
numbers, and hunter success rates compare among GMUs during general modern firearm, archery, and
muzzleloadeiseasonsGMUs are generally limitedo spike bull harvest, but some may have antlerless
opportunity as well (see hunting regulations for specific restrictioDg}a presented are based 2018

harvest reports

WHAT TO EXPECT DURIN G THE 2019 SEASON

It has beemincommon for elk populations to fluctuate dramatically from year to year, especially
in District 3 wheresevere winter weather conditiossldomoccur. Unfortunately, the winterof
2016/2017and 2018/201%vere uncommonlgevere, resulting in a significant decline in elk
numbersAlthough calf recruitment increased in 2018 over 2017 numbers, recruitment was still
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below average andosequently, populations available for harvest are expecteddaeethan
years prior tdhe 16/17 winter A slight improvement ove2018harvests expectedbut a lower
than average number of spike bulls is likely to corgimio the2019hunting seasorHunter
numbers also typically do not chargigstantiallyffrom one year to the nextVeatherduring
hunting seasodoes change from year to year, which will influence success rates.

HOW TO FIND ELK

When hunting elk in Distric8, hunters need to do their homework and spend plenty of time
scouting before the season opener because it isdiffienilt to predict where the elk are going

to be, especially at hunting pressure increas&be majority of hunters spend most of their

time focusing oropenridge topswhere they can glass animals from a considerable distance

During the generadeason, past research on bulls has indicated that a majority of the elk will

move to north aspect, milope timbered hillsides within one day of the opeWéth only nine

days to hunt the general season, there is & f[mtessure the first few dayBressure declines as

the season progresses and may allow the elk to return to normal behaviors if they are not close to
major roads.

Later in the season, it is a good idea to con
steep terrain and thick cavieecause elk often use theseaar® bed down during the day.

Lastly,on public landhunters should not let a lockgdte keeghem fromwalkinginto an area

to search for elkMore often than not, these areas hold elk that have not received as much

hurting pressure
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Figure 2. Trends in total number of yearling bulls (blue), branched bulls (red), and antlerless (purple)
elk harvested during general and permit seasons combined;20DB Harvest does not include tribal
harvest.
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ELK AREAS

There arenineelk aeas in Distric: Elk Area 1008 and 1009 (Wenaha Wildernésst and
Eas), Elk Area1010(Dayton private landsElk Areal013(Mountain View Privatg Elk Area
1016 GMU 162 excluding the Rainwater WD)AEIk Area 1040 (4 Wildlife Area), EIk Area
1075 (Lick Creek Private Land$jJk Area 1081(GMU 181 + extreme west side of GMU172),
andElk Area 10& (George Creek Wildlife Area)

The intent of EIk Areas 1008 and 1009 was to distribute the hunting pressure hethirehaha
Tucannon Wil@rnessin the past, most permit hunters focused in the western corner of the unit
wherethe road density was higheBly spreading out the hunting pressure, additionating
opportunity was created.

Elk Area 1010 is used to focus antlerless and branbb#elk hunting on pvate land in the
Dayton Unit.In the past, branchdzlll tag holders focused on public lands where access was
guaranteed, but also increased pressur@atrsegment of the populatioFhis elk aea is also
used to focus antlerlesarvest on the private lands where depredation complaints have
historically been high, but limits antlerless harvest on public lands whérertatk densities are
desiredElk Area 1016 is used to provide controlled antlerless elk hunting opportunitybdin p
lands, excluding the Rainwater Wildlife Area (CTUIR).

Elk Areas1013 andL040 are used tmanage hunters within GMU 172lk Area 1013 limits

antlerless hunting to private lands where damage can occur on agricultural areas, while
maximizing elknumbers ad recruitment on public landElk Area 1040 is the newly acquired

4-0 RanchWildlife Area, which is managed for quality hunting opportunity as part of the sale
agreemenfrom the previous landownehll deer and elk hunting on this wildlife areall be

managed for quality opportunity, whereas all other species may be hunted by general seasons as
listed in the pamphlet.

Elk Area 1075 has recently been created tdaryse hunters to alter the behavior of elk that
leave the Asotin Creek WildlifAreafor private agricultural ground3.o minimize crop damage,
hunters are being used to move elk off of private lands in the Lick Creek GMé&same is true
for Elk Area 1081.

Elk Area 10& is also being used to addds elk distribution problemRecerly, a small group of
elk has remained on the George Creek UnihefAsotin Creek Wildlife Areadunters will be
used to either harvest or pressure these elk onto more desirable public lands.

NOTABLE ISSUES ANDHUNTING CHANGES

1. Elk Area 1040 (4 RanchWildlife Area) is closed to gendraeason deer and elk
hunting.Elk hunting will only be allowed through the permit system on these lands.

2. Antlerless elk opportunity was increase®bil4in GMU 181 due to increasing herd size
and depredation complainnd boundary changegere made to hunts in this area in
2018to includeElk Area 107%and 1082 to continue refining our efforts to address
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problematic elk distribution€lk in this unit primarily inhabit private lands and
acquiring access prior to applgitfior permits is highly recommended.

3. During the summer of 2015, a large wildfire burned through a large portion of the
WenahaTucannon Wilderness, extendislightly into GMU 172 on Grouse &is.A
large portion of the fire that occurred in Washington bdrlater into September,
creating desiralkl habitat conditions for elkith low intensity burning.

DEER

GENERAL INFORMATION, MANAGEMENT GOALS, A ND POPULATION
STATUS

Both mule deer and whitgiled deer occuhroughouDistrict 3. Deerhuning opportunities in
District 3vary from marginal t@uite good, depending on the GMtThe GMUs with highest
Fl ‘:;__V"/ e = g i T
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success (GMUs 145, 17881,and186) also have the highest amowidtprivate land and access
can be limitedGMUs where access to fplic land is higlest (GMUs 166169,and175) have the
lowest success, probably due to a combination of high hunter nurhlgdrpercentage of legal
bucks harveste@nd lower quality deer habitA/hile overall harvest is one indicator of GMU
hunting quality harvest/unit effort (HPUE) and harvest/unit area (HPUA) equalize GMUs based
on hunter numbers, number of days hunting, and GMU Hiaeever, loth HPUE and HPUA
can be misleading, as HPUE is complicated by private land access limitations and HPUA is
complicated by the amount of habitatthe GMU that actually supportieer.In general, HPUE
seensto be a better indicator of huntisgccessHunter success and HPUEather white

tailed or mule deer in Distri& is highestn GMUs 145 (Mayview), 178 (Pea), 181 (Couse),
and 186 (Grande Rondehile total general season harvest is highe&NMUs 149(Prescott),

154 (Blue Creek)and162 (Dayton.

Currently, WDFW does not use formal estimates or indices of population size to noeeitor
populations in District 3nstead, trendsiiharvest, hunter success, and HPUE (harvest/hunter
day) are usedo monitor populationstatus WDFW recognizes the limitatiore using harvest
data to monitor trends in population size anelconductingperiadic aerial sightability surveys
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to monitordeer populations that are independent of harvestasiat@&xploringhe use of
integratedpopulation models

All available harvest data indicatdeerpopulationsappear tde stablen District 3, although
2017harvest numbers were down significantly following a hard wirfter more detailed
information related to the statusrofile deer and whit&ileddeer inWashington, hunters
should read the most recent version of@ane Status and Trend Repavhich is available for
downlbadontheedpar t ment 6 s website.

WHICH GMU SHOULD DEE R HUNTERS HUNT?

Probably the most frequent question from huntess, A What GMU T Theshsomat!l d | hu
always easy to answer because it dependsehunting method and tiype ofhunting

experiencalesired Some hunters are looking for a quality opportunity to harvest a matake bu

while others just wartb harvest any legal deend stillothess preferto huntan area with few

otherhunters

The ideal GMU for most hunters would have hagerdensities, low hunter densitiemd high
hunter success ratddnfortunately, this scenario does not exist in any GMU that is open during
the generainodern firearm, archery, or mzleloader seasons in DistrictlBstead, because of
general season opportunities, the GMUs with the higle=stlensities tend to have the hast
hunter densities as wekor many hunters, high hunter densities are notigh to persuade

them not to hunt in a GMU where they see lotdedr Somehunters prefer to hunt in areas with
moderate to low numbers déerif that meansttere are also very few huntensd provide a
backcountry experience.

The information provideth Table3 provides a quick and general assessment of how GMUs
compare with regard to harvest, hunter numbers, and hunter success during general modern
firearm, archery, and muzzleloadirerseasonsThe values presented are fhe-year averages
for eat statistic.Total harvest and hunter numbers were further sumsthby the number of
deerharvesteger huntemandthe number ohunters per square mil€his approach was taken
because comparing total harvest or hunter numbers is not always a fair comgiade@MUs

vary in size For example, the averagtal number ofdeerharvested over the pdste years

during the generaeason in GMUs 149 (Predt) and 154 (Blue Creg¢kas beet®96 and 37

deer respectivelyJust looking at total harvest suggedter densities are much higher in GMU
149 than 154However, when harvest is expressedesrharvested/ndj the result isan estimate

of 049in GMU 149 and M47in GMU 154 which suggestdeerdensities are probablyunh

higher in GMU 154 than they are in GMU 14%his is further complicated by the amount of
adual deer habitat in each GMBor example, GMU 149 is the largest GMU, but is comprised
primarily of tilled croplands, and deer are concentrated in CRP fields and along the breaks of the
Snake Riverso densities a portion of the GMUare probably higher than the harvest/mi
indicates.

Each GMU was ranked frommeto 12 (except for tiesjor deerharvested/ntj hunters/nf,
hunter success ratemndpublic land acces3.heranking values werthensummedpublic land
access excludedd produce a final rank sur®GMUs are listed by GMU number, not by rank
Comparisons arstraightforward bcause bag limits and seasons are the sanmeost GMUs
Differences that should be considemedude
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1 Some private land GMUs have extensive acreage in WDFW Access programs, such
as Feel Free to Hunt, Hunt by Written Permission, Hunt by Registratisturdrby
Reservation, and may offer similar access to some GMUs with publicSaedhe
Access section of this document for private land acreage available for public hunting
in each GMU.

2 Some private land GMUs have extensive acreage in tilled croplardiactual
suitable hunting area may be much smaller, leading to higherexpected hunter

densities.
MODERN FIREARM
Public
Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Success | Access
. Rank
Size Harvest Hunters Sum

GMU  (mi? | Total permi> Rank | Hunters permi? Rank | Success Rank | Score

145 355 | 242 0.68 5 601 1.69 4 40% 2 3 11(2)
149 1409| 459 0.33 10 1522 1.08 1 30% 5 3 15(4)
154 216 | 275 127 2 992 4.59 11 27% 6 3 19(6)
162 210 | 348 193 1 1510 7.19 12 23% 7 2 20(7)
163 149 | 85 0.57 7 386 259 9 22% 8 3 23(9)
166 131 | 60 045 8 504 3.85 10 11% 12 1 30(11)
169 161 | 25 0.16 12 2196 122 2 13% 10 1 24(10)
172 108 | 44 041 9 198 184 5 22% 8 2 22(8)
175 158 | 39 0.25 11 336 213 8 12% 11 1 30(11)
178 275 | 234 0.85 3 552 2.01 6 42% 1 3 10(1)

181 262 | 155 0.59 6 392 150 3 40% 2 3 11(2)

186 53 38 0.72 4 112 211 7 34% 4 2 15(4)
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163
166
169
172
175
178
181
186
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ARCHERY

Rank
Sum

19(6)
20(7)
16(5)
21(8)
24(10)
21(8)
25(11)
14(2)
29(12)
15(4)
14(2)
9(1)




MUZZLELOADER

Public
Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Success | Access
Harvest Hunters Rank

GMU  Size m?) | Total permi®> Rank | Hunters permi® Rank | Success Rank | Rank Sum

145 355 19 0.06 4 45 0.13 1 42% 1 3 6(1)
149 1409 69 0.06 4 219 0.16 2 32% 4 3 10(3)
154 216 N/A
162 210 N/A
163 149 N/A
166 131 N/A
169 161 N/A
172 108 23 0.21 2 59 0.55 5 39% 3 2 10(3)
175 158 5 0.03 6 49 0.31 4 11% 6 1 16(6)
178 275 N/A

181 262 60 0.3 1 148 0.5% 6 40% 2 3 9(2)

186 53 3 0.06 3 10 0.18 3 25% 5 2 11(5)

Table 3. Rank sum analysis that provides a quick and general comparison of hbgetodralharvest,
hunter numbershunter success rateand accesto public landcompare among GMs during general
modern archery,and muzzleloader deer seaso@MUs in bold type are open during early and late

seasonsdr the respective weapon typPata presente are based on a fivgear averagé2014-2018).

WHAT TO EXPECT DURING TH E 2019 SEASON

Wildfires are always a possibilityhhatmay affect hunter access to some hunting areas. Hunters
should check the status of wildfires and access restrigtidirgee In addiion, USFSand WDFW
have been conducting prescribed burns and forest thinnijectsdo reduce wildfire riskCheck
with the local USFS offices and WDFWsttict offices for current status on forest treatment
projects.

It is typically uncommon for degropulations to fluctuate dramatically from yeayear,
especially in District 3 where deer move out of the mounfaimgnterandweather conditions
are generally mild and do ngsult in large winter dieffs. However,we had very late ah
heavy snowover across thegtrict during the winter of 208/2019, with snow cover persisting
well into the usual spring grearp period Although the deer werthrough January in
presumablygood condition, we observed significant wirkdl across thelistrict, with many
ranchers along the Snake and Grande Ronde rivers repamagatedind dying deerA
substantiahumber of the dead deer investigated were yearlingdthsmugh wemay see an
average harvest this year, deer herdsséilerecovering from the effects of the harsh winter in
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2016/2017 andthe effects ofhiswinterare expectetb carryover into the 200 hunting season,

due to poowearlingsurvival andrecruitment

Periodic dieoffs have occurred due to epizootic herhagic diseaséEHD) and buetongue

bothviral conditiors transmittel by a biting midge, which mialy affect whitetailed deer.
However, WDFW only received a few reports of deer dying during the sumpagticularly in
portions of GMU 149 and 154, bhave not had a significant outbreak since 20¥6.may see
ast year 6s smal

Some

While disease outbrealese monitored annuallyhere is nothing feasible to be done to prevent

sl ight

effects

outbreaksof hemorrhagic diseases

of

Mule deer populations have experienced leemgn declines across much of thest with o

definitive cause identifieddabitat loss is suspected to be one possible causieupaty loss of
winter rangeThe Conservation ResertAzzFogram(CRP)has probably helped maintain winter

outob

range in District 3, and mule deer populations outside of the mountains appear to be stable to

increasingHowever, decreases in available CRP contracts over the last few years have resulted
in more land gmg into agricultural production and will likely have lotgrm negative impacts
on mule deer populations in thesttict.

Theonly reference8VDFW currently has fofuture potentialharvest during general seasame
recent trends in harvest, hunter rhers and hunter succedsigure3 provides trend data for

each of these statistics by GMU and are intended to provide hunters with the best information

possible to make an informed decision on whkey want to hunt in District 8nd what they

can expecto encounter with regard to hunter success and hunter numbers
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